
UNIVERSITY OF 

TORONTO 
FACULTY OF LAW 

o 

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW 
SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS 

Vol. 2 of 2 

Professors Choudhry, Lee, Macklem, Morgan and 
Schneiderman 

FACULTY OF LAW 
UNIVERSITY OF TORONTO 



OCT 2 S 2009 

rrc$.7YO?Dw 
ovsRcn^of r 3$&mq I 



UNIVERSITY OF 

TORONTO 
FACULTY OF LAW 

CONSTITUTIONAL LAW 
SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS 

2009-2010 

Vol. 2 of 2 

Professors Choudhry, Lee, Macklem, Morgan and 
Schneiderman 

FACULTY OF LAW 
UNIVERSITY OF TORONTO 



Constitutional Law, Supplementary Materials 

Vol.2 

Table of Contents 

III. Charter of Rights and Freedoms 

A. SECTION ONE 

Newfoundland (Treasury Board) v. N.A.P.E.75 

B. FREEDOM OF RELIGION 

1. Defining Freedom of Religion 

Syndicat Norther est v. Anise lent.81 

Congregation des temoins de Jehovah.97 

Rosenberg v. Outremont.108 

2. Religion and Equality 

Note: Chamberlain v. Surrey School District No. 36.117 

“B.C. School Board Finds New Grounds to Ban Books on Same-sex Parents”.120 

Reference re Same-Sex Marriage.121 

Note: Civil Marriage Act.129 

Bill 76 (New Brunswick).130 

Bill 208 (Alberta).131 

Goertzen v. Department of Justice, Government of Saskatchewan.133 

C. FREEDOM OF EXPRESSION 

1. Commercial Expression 

Note: Vann Niagara Ltd. v>. Town of Oakville.140 

2. Discriminatory Expression 

Kempling v. College of Teachers.141 

3. Elections Financing 

Elections Canada Backgrounder.152 

Harper v. Canada.182 

D. SECTION 7 

Gosselin v. Quebec (Attorney General).206 

Note: Canadian Foundation for Children, Youth and the Lem' v. Canada (Attorney General).214 

Chaoulli v. Quebec (Attorney General).216 

E. SECTION 15 

1. The Law Test Step 3: Discrimination 

Gosselin v. Quebec (Attorney General).236 



Note: Canadian Foundation for Children, Youth and the Law v. Canada (Attorney General).249 

2. The Law Test Step 2: Choosing the Appropriate Comparator Croup 

Hodge v. Canada (ALinister of Human Resources Development).252 

3. The Law Test Step 1: Denial of a “Benefit Provided by Law” 

Auton (Guardian ad litem oj) v. British Columbia (Attorney General).257 

4. Ameliorative programs: Kapp 

R. v. Kapp.263 




